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Attachment to Advisory Action 

1 . Applicants' amendment filed 10/22/10 has been fully considered but the amendment has 
not been entered given that the amendment raises new issues that would require further 
consideration and/or search. 

Specifically, claim 12 has been amended to recite that the adhesive composition 
comprises "thermoplastic resin selected from a group consisting of polyimide, polyetherimide, 
polyamide, polyamideimide, polyethersulfone, and polyetherether ketone", claims 14 and 15 
have each been amended to recite a prepreg base material "in which a reinforcing fiber base 
material is impregnated with a matrix resin", and claim 15 has been amended to recite that the 
adhesive resin film comprises "thermoplastic resin". The amendments to claims 12 and 14-15 
narrow the scope of each of the claims and set forth limitations not previously presented or 
considered by the examiner. Such amendments, therefore, raise new issues that would require 
further consideration and search. 

Further, the amendment has not been entered given that the amendment raises new issues 
that would require further consideration under 35 USC 1 12, second paragraph. Specifically, 
claim 12 recites improper Markush language. In line 3 of the claim, it is advised that "a group" is 
changed to "the group". 

It is noted that z/the amendment were entered, the amendment would overcome the 35 
USC 1 12, first and second paragraph rejections of record. 



/Callie E. Shosho/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1787 



